In this issue of the Journal of Animal Science, you will find the final letter to the editor (Johnson, R., 86:1036-1037) that will be published concerning various issues related to papers on swine genetics from the National Pork Producers Council Terminal Line and Maternal Sow Line Genetic Evaluation Programs The Journal has now published 11 editorials or letters to the editor concerning these swine genetics papers, as listed below. The initial letter to the editor, by Males and Galyean (84:1308, 2006) , summarized the response of the Journal and ASAS to the issues that had been raised, up to that point, concerning these papers.
This course of action-that is, editorials and letters to the editor-was based on my recommendation to the board of directors of ASAS that the best way to resolve continuing concerns about these papers was via public discourse. This recommendation was based on the fact that no scientific misconduct had been found by investigations at 2 universities concerning 2 of the swine genetics papers and, further, that an independent review commissioned by the board had found no problems with the review process for the manuscripts. Moreover, as explained in Galyean's editorial, neither the Journal nor the society has any investigative authority, either by statute or by precedent, except regarding the Journal's review process. Lastly, I was adamant that the authors and those with concerns about the swine genetics papers should have a voice in addressing the continuing concerns.
Throughout this process, the board of directors and I have kept 2 primary goals in mind: (1) fairness to both those concerned about the papers as well as the authors, and (2) integrity of the publications. I believe we have done our best, given the difficulty of the issues involved, to ensure both of these goals, and that we have been diligent, fair and balanced, ethical, and professional throughout this process. In addition, we have followed the accepted journalistic practice of allowing the concerns to be expressed and the authors to respond to those concerns. Given the thoroughness of the process (again, 2 university investigations of the allegations, 1 ASAS investigation of the Journal's editorial process concerning the papers, and 11 editorials and letters to the editor), I am convinced there is nothing further to be gained from public discourse in the Journal. Therefore, with the support of the board of directors, I have decided that this editorial, the editorial by Galyean, and the letter by Johnson will be the last to appear in the Journal concerning these swine genetics papers.
One positive outcome of this process has been the establishment by the board of directors of a JAS Ethics Policy (http://jas.fass.org/misc/JAS_ethics_policy.pdf). Galyean's editorial provides further details about this policy as well as additional comments concerning these swine genetics papers.
Chronological list of editorials and letters to the editor concerning the swine genetics papers:
